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iAssenpion in the “-sate” Moveunent

t. Concerning statzraents sade from tims to tisse that the
dinagresments in the ¥ U during 1958 reflected o sowiet-Chine g
diwargence, we bave soen no firra, sirsct evidencs that such was
the case. oxistemce of conflict Letwacn the » estern “pedcs”
partissns frem “imperiallst” countriss on the ons hand and the
Afro-Asians --spd, mers importuntly, the Chinsse Cominuniste--
ox the othey band, wap aafinitely abesrvable, aac was openly
scknowisdged by Hao Mowjo, ¥

2. Tha srticle by Homesk (bandra in Rew Age. 15 sixrch i959,
points to & substantial gsin for the “suti-colonialiet " faction of the
T PG ae against the ®ast Luroprsas st the Moscow Eursan meeting
in February, inselar 2z tha ¥ £°C is uo longer "2 large uropesn
movements o [ DUt Fother | & ivdy internationsl mevsmant” is
whitch asti-imperialiss is accotiod an lmportance &t least xa greas
os the "peaces’ earppaign in the "+ 38t

3. Sut the Duresm cecisions aise imclude sisments of compromise.
{Be “ssteraers aly Ao Wagsr impess “ower-simple” ferreulne and
a “single cemtralised sctios”, W, on ths sther hand, they, liks the
Livo-Asiane sad Latin 5 mericans, are to aild their Hpastes” mOve~-
asnde on “lssucs most feaply sfecting the massas” in their own
coumtyizs. It would alse nppsar that the oppasing factivas were

BTG u can say for certals (hat as long aw coloniklisns axiste,
there ¢45 be 30 iasting peace in the werld... Ioms friends
think that the movensnt agrinst colonisiier and for astions!
independence hinders the wovemont f0r poace. e think
thieee friends have not taksn inte account ali the sepocte af ths
question, The amti-colonisiist mevement is act marely &
muvement to be carried o in colosies o7 semi-colomdes, it
should also become a mavemeat withia the colenialist cowntries,
{speech to ttockhol:n Congress, 1§ July 1958.) Ko repsmad
this srgomment in & speech in Pehing on 6 August 1958,
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unable to agree upon & single candwate for the presisency of

e ©PC and were sbliged to fall back upes 3 "Fresiding Com-
whttes, backed up by & “more sfisctive and political werld

- aseretavist,” Thus, although the ¥ ssterners lost thair key
organizational positicn by the death of Joiiot~Luric, they Bre

et further humilistsd by the salertion of an Afre- # A
president,. Uf conrse, the axtend which the 'sati-colonialists”
havse geined depends partly on the composition snd orgsalsation
of the " Prosiding Committes and of the beslsd-up fecratariat,
it would be significant if the ~oists {et al, ) mowed Soko & stromger
positios in the Jscretariat then th ¥ ssteracys, but it is wnlikely
that the “oviats wounld swrresder their ultimite contrel {ubather
exerciosd overtly ar from behind the sceses).

4, Ancther indicstios of compromise at the v Arsew snseting
concerns the question of “regionaisstion™ of he ¥ 70, & pro-
sossl to devaiop regional ‘peate’ towncils whs rejected at ths
Trockholm Congrass on the groumi that it would waaken the ¥ Vi,
At Moscow, accordiag to Chasdre, it was decided that "the
universal movsment and the ragitaal movements seping together,
complementary to cach sther, coaid help to carvy the pooplss
ferward, ™

%, It is Sifficult to transiste the confiict betwadn the
v esterasrs snd the "sati-coleniniiets” imto & dlxest towist-Chinase
couflict, The Chinése aftitude toward Algeris, which was at lzsuc
Detwoss the © asterpars aad the . fro-isians ot the Hew Dslhi
mecting, {or sxample, i2 an wacertsls indicator. tiose the ‘oviet
failure to recogning the “provisicnsl govermment” of the ¥i¥, is
contrast with Paking'e precipitast recogaition, ropresant & vesl
divergencs, 2¥ marsly & amance af taetics? CGiven the growiag
sophistication of the Isternationa: Communiat Movamment, here
sasras 1o be no corapeiling reasoa for the Chinss: Communists 2
foilow the “ovist fead in their trestment 6f De Gaulle and Algeria,
npr ‘o7 Moscow to copy Ceking, for thal matter. o doubtina
crisks, circommpnces might lovcs both of them to adopt an identical
line, and alge, o soms sxtent, chemests of the imterastionsl move-
nent ars disturbed ar ewbarransod by the tactics of the USER on
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the vne hand o the CFE om the other, zxwwﬁa%su‘ »
existing civewnstasces, his wifference betwaen the twa R
seeime more tacticsl and complamaantary m mm, im the
same sense that Khrushehev so adroitly mm{m‘ .
altermates thraats with “peace” gestures without departing
from o single line of srategy.

.. Another festurs of the conflict in the ¥ ¥L dwring 1956 |
wae :;a beliicosity of the Chinese represenistives. Koo »Mﬂfjﬁ‘#
epevch at the Stockbolnm Congress i July (“we ars set afivald
af war™} shocked somms of the dslegates and becams Wu
the “bowd” speech, It really was 2o departure from ian's
"paper tiger™ lins doting {rom 1946, and Man Bimeelf had said
“ew are not afrsid” of war in his report “Lm &a *;,fzru; .
Handling of Coatradictions Asnoeag the Paopls™ i”l. ;‘&msz “ﬂ'&*
it ie easy o seo why the Chinese mﬂuﬁ“mm T pRbers wa
partisans, and it is trus thes qwﬂy. Chine se W
bas cxcesded the Soviet in swerd-raitiing, bt agaia, ﬁm? are

rnbigusus indicators for the protlers of sigatficent muzwm
disagreement. The decline in the volwme ai Wmt eiger
propaganda since Novembor- Lecember 1?5& shoulid set s seure
the fact that, on the one hand, Chiness Comumunist policy state~
inents continue 1o be prefeundly soti-¥ estern snd Mg@:&
or op the other, that foviat ctatsinents i«.x.; at the Zist ia&ﬂ.is B
Congrows) differ (3 at all} only ic tone and aat in substance, frem
the Chinese,

7. Srom dil this, and lacking conclusive contrary #ﬁm
it is havdly possibie te deducy that s sigaificant disagresmaent

Approved For Release : CIA-RDP78-00915R001000330003-1



Approved For Release : CIA-RDP78-00915R001000330003-1

currently exists batwesn Hoscow ond Peking.® it is clsar that
the “anti-colonialiste” Dav:s won 3 polnt sgainst the v esterners

in the moetter of the rols and charscter of the worlc “pence™
mproment. The latter may rookle, ané fture svents (brought
ciese, prrbape, by the Sowlat-ULL quarrel aver lrzgq) may re
vive the voaflict, but maanwhile, the ¥ cstorners insy bs cannaied
by the compromise llne adopted at the Moseow Luresu meeling.

8, iy teking on the “sati-colomialist” line, the "psace”
movernsat is perceptihly rovolutioaisud, This is & sigeificant
departars from Sialin’s well-knows stricture in 1952 of the rele
of the moverment, It is schioved by intsrposing struggle for the
goat of "nationsal Jibaration”--the Jlrst stags of the Chinesevatyle
two-siag: revolution--as & legitinate funetion of the movement.

" The surse com be saisd for the cisagreements within the
WL and BT TU during recent zoathe. The waprocedantad
dApagresment gver the prasidency of the JU! and the axtrems
{as compared 1o the “rague Congross in 1954) “paliticalization”
of the IUS Mae as it erserged ivom the Fifth Congross in
Feptember 1958 attest to cong:derably increased Aslan influence
in tha IUS snd to rivalry Botwion the Asipas and the caropesas,
bhut there is 0 evidence as yrt that the Soviets and Chinese
were in direet apposition to sach other, The various divergsnses
withia the L FTLU tn recont years {defe, concarning the Comman
sanrket) likewise revesl oo “tviet-Chinense confliict, Thers ars
difficultios, a0 doubt (2.g., lange's reguost st the recently
costluded ¥ arspe Lasscutive Uommittye meating for clarification
af the tactical lias vis«a-vis the "national beurgesisic™), but
it saems rsasoanbhle to go aleng with Grishin®s latest donial of
ddsagresmaents resching o "crivis” stage. “oviet support of
¥ FTL was & keymote of his soeech to the ALLLUTL Congress.
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